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The exposure of linguistically different, black,:
klndg%garten chlldren to a special literature’ program empha-

w

sizing related oral language activities was undertakén to

-

SRR . "test its efficacy as a preventive appfbach to reading failure. '
S _ - ‘ . S
The program demonstrated\§ successful method of expanding

' the language of: these c¢hiidren to include standard English
\\' nin their language repert01res and thereby compensate for
] the dlvergence between their naLural dialect and the dialect
s e e in whlch they are taught readlng and writing skills. The
concept of language;expan51on i.e. thg.broadenlng of one's
language stock as'opposed to lahQudgg substitution i.e. the
< o subjugation - of. one dialect for another was confirmed..
o Ninety-four subjecthin four schools located in lower socio-
economic.éreas of two metropolitan communitiés participated.
'The\xsudy cqvered'the period from NoG%mbgr, 1969 to May, 1970.
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A PR ou;;2 . R LINGUISTICALILY DIFFIRENT, BLACK CHILDREN

“he “diveugent spezker” is’'the term given by Kenhneth Goodman

w

to the chlld who speaks a dialect different from that which the

échéol, text o teacﬁer tteats as standard. Goodman.puts.fo*th .
j/- . the Lflavw_ng hyponhes;s- ‘”he no-e dlvéréehce there is beLween !
the ¢i&lect of the learner f&ad the, dlalect/of leﬂvnlng, the more
difficulit will be the éas of le arnlng to fead “ anguage‘dlver—
gencé oxr lingulstxc.d;fferencenls-cu*“ently being 1nvest1gated by
many/iinguists aﬁdﬁeddgators és a causal faqtor in reading failure
among.Black, ecoﬂdmicélly disadvahtéged children. This.devq{opment,,
courled with the need for a p*eVentlve approach to readlng fallure
¢ /lamong.theqe Cﬁildfen, 1ed to a Llnderga*ten n*ogram deglgned to

.2 expaad the subjects'.language repert01 e to include the dlalect in.

. which thej a ce tqugh“ to read and write. The prdgram-attempted to

zacwer, the questlon: unld a spec1al‘llte*“tu*e program emphasi-

T

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

=
B j related oral language thlV%;leu a¢£ect the oral language
-
::.» ¢IInans ids and readlng readlneus of llngulgtlcally dlfferent, Black
o ki:db:ga*“cn children? ' o ~ R > 4
[ - < - . o f . :
\‘ . . . B «
RIC - . 2,



. o , ' _2~-\‘ } Dorothy 3. Stricklz(nd
N ot , :
'8

v
-~

The theoretical‘framework_for this study was based on the fol-
lbwing ccncepis: - : *

1. Oxal lurguage ac1tlv11y is the prima y facet of language

learning; $egd1ng and writing are uecondarj.

]

2. The acguistion of oral lanquage is achieved largely

thrcugh the initation’ of models. c ,
- ' . . e ' o .. -“ -,
3. The child frem z lew cocioeconomit background, is often

“handicapped by 1anctace models.tiat are at great'variance w1th'the

* languacer necescory. fo* success in scheol. The~préblems he encOunters

N\ .!'-. ¢
?in atternsting to leaxra gtandard Englich axe very similar to those of
n-individuzl who is learning a new lamrguage. \ \
} . i
-~ : . . . : . : : et

-4 7
&, Many cpportunities for practice <n Englich-as-a-second-
cuage Zooed licteaning and spezking activities thirough models pro-
-
2@ at oschceol ghould increzse the oral language facility of the child:
2 "
. : N . 2 |

a linguictically -different background. o . ' .

‘. ; P T c ool . R
5. Literature oiffers & ‘diversity of models in various sit-

~uaticns thiough which such activities can evolve. C
\ , o " 6. The checial prcgram in childéx en s’ llterature should in- .

-
1]

crente the abilicy. of llngulsulcally dlfferent Black \u;ndergarten"

g ¢hiliren to include gtandard 'English in theixr language repertoires. .

ERIC ~ - -,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Procedures

e . s

Cac hundred twent

¢ed Zrom' eight

' . \i;de“~¢;-cn clasceﬁ Zocatad Ia. Iow scoiocconmicareas of two
mocrosolitii cemmunitics b

the stuly. Due to attri-

ica, the Zinal number of cubictis remzining at the end of the study

ey,
-

ive ol thest wooe in the emmperimental group, which had

: : .
N Leen exposad to o litdrature-pased orcl langusge. progran cqnsisting-of.
CQXMily rending cioud fron SOlGCuOd children's books follcwed oral lang-

~ . .

Lye Lotivities such as creltive drumatics, choral spealk _ub,fpuppetry,
. _
5

-

::g):o_bpl;ylngo umanhu 5 wac placed o he frait atlon and repetltlon
- , . L -

“the teaching of Engllsh as a sacond
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ianguage,’ ALl activities were cuu;oneﬁ to involve the - chlld“en in

.

The remaining 49 uD]eCuu we*e in the cont*ol group. They

were also exposed to daily reac-ng gload howeve-, it was followed

v

by activities which did not ‘seek oral language participationh by

. . - 42y ' i
the childrea. P . f

o ) .
_ . . e : .
- . . i
Zaca conple clascroocm was provided with £y books which met | -

.

the cndo"“emeﬂt of

additicnal criterié.per-

tincat to this stydy. The four teachers involved in the study:aﬁﬁended
‘ : . '

o~ P

'I . ‘d

s - : ' ‘
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a serics ol workuhop: rclatod to childron's ’ite:aturc.' The ex—.

PR - J N e L

perimontul teachers received additioncl izing in Lhe uce of. related ,

Efect languzge caxvanuion. The experi~

-Imental‘xud bc“u_ol.g"~up tCCChO:SVWQ:C.g£OV_00J with. nknuqlu c0ntu1n-

ing suggca?ioas for the typse of activities t&cy wese c"vec»ed to con=- .
. -t \ . .. ) . . -\\
0 Cotcher and again in x;y, both the emderimental and coatrol
- » ( .
. Y

cuouzs were given the DAnandiow Studv.Centor Bicialectald Task for )
Dorerrindiag Landnﬁée'?:oficiencv in‘Economiéalld‘D cadva vntzged Negro o

Childran, lhid‘é:Céca’re_coisists oZ Laving children zepeat a nunmber

- Y

m"L\_/ ; . s
. ©f KTz recsoced centeonces after he;:ixg them cnce.. Each sentence
wesh recexded in Doth ctanderd fnglich uﬂu AOﬁuc*nda: Negzro.dialect,
. Bzch eniid wos tested ﬁndividvallx‘:;é_fis_rdpetiticns tape recorded, )
. ! ) . ' - I 4 . ‘
e SPQCifib.c;nstructicns\; cced wc:entae Zoilewing oo L
. = ' o . £ <
. . . . o ’
v 1L, Standasd structures; "h"“c rerson veri ag_;bhen», treat-
CoLT o s - . .
nmone of nogaticon, TE-did Iflip, possessive markers, plural markers, and .
ii:st o;:uu“ vc:b agreeﬁOﬁuo ol e o : - Qg
‘zp.xonstandard o3 ccu:eu.| 3ol c“ce oZf c0441k, cossccoaive mark—

[N

.

.. ) . : . ey F s
S cepailad weoond was made Qf\tue ewact repetitions for 21l the standard -
. . N I . ¥

Cy ond meagstondar uUﬁCGﬂCQuo, The total number of correct repetitions
. L . ‘ Ty ":_ ) .

B
S

wal maccrded separately ;ox,stanﬁard and ronstandard structures on ap-

o

*-chme the raw uco;gp for that subject.
Q 3 o . _ ‘ - \5 .
ERIC -~ B -

[AFuiTox provided by ERIC : . .. L . .
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The New Yoxk City Pro‘eadlnq Awucssmon was administered in

“Cljd This

ination, -

tes

t cons

3

[N - S,
Uhe nootest med

S15

e ogftwo parts, Language and Visual Discrim-

LZowos poesenced in Tadle I, PLut A, are based

on T..< ¥aw scores ol tac L“,b_*mphv_l wna control greups. A score
of 19 wic po:sible éo: qt:né;:* structures and 20 for aonstandard
stractures.  Wae §ou the ceontrol group reflected
a moosn ausber of uctures repectad ;orrectlyvby
chant Croun th:a I 'f experﬁycﬁtal droup. Both groups cshowed a greater
anility tc;gepe;; tandard ctructures cors ectlj “hhn st:ndard ones

N v
Curpdng the pﬁetest meriod, indice g a grecter foei ity among all
;"bjects with no: | ' o

I >
- RN
DPretest and Pos Data: Kean Scores on Y -

est Data:
dizlectal Task
T 7}

/.

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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S
' ) 17—\."':{: 2 \
' rectelt Dota
1} .
0 ‘ /Standard'.' . - Nonstgnda zd
. . N Repecitions . (Reoecxtxons
o . B S S .
Simpel imeﬂu_l S, 5.29 -0 - 12 96 -
Contzol. ‘ 7.86 : 12.53' '
N . [ "
Paxtc B . :
Posttest Data . .
t e . : .
. Standaxd ‘ oo Nonstandard
Tenstitions . . Repetitions

1

A-l-- DG.. l-ﬂe‘l -

Cenzrol

ed Adjusted . Unadjucted Adjusted
Means Means Means

11.63 L 11.67 11.63
§.23 : ( 11.78 °  ° 11.82 N
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J

. The posttest imean scores are préscented in Table I, Part B.

-~

" While both groups improved in their ability to repeat standard -
.Qtructureg, the’ experlmental group dquﬂstraLed greater growth.
"The pesttest mean score o+ 10.20 ghowcd an. increase of 4.91 in the - -

nean numbeir of corxrect standaixd repetltloﬂu for the experlmental

Table II presentos” the analysis of covariance cource’ table for

ciancaxd repeti€1ons on the biditlectal task, using the pretest,scores
i . P . .

.

"as the covaricte. The analysis—<of covariance revealed a. significant
E ratio beyond the .0l level favoring the expexiﬁental group. The

resulis of the gna1151u confirm the hypothe51° Lhat subgecus exposed

\ . o |
to thedllte:ature-lan age p*cg"aﬁ 1noleﬂented in thl study did ex-

. " . : - . A3 )
.2ead their lanaguage redetolres to 1nclude standard nngllsh to a greater

extent than subjects not lexposéd to the prcogran.
. ) ' \ r ] ’.’ \
_ - y v Toble IT , -
AngljSlL of Covarlqnce Source“?able for Ex po 1neﬂtal .
and Control Groups on the Bidialectal Ta k—-,o .
SLdnC‘ ~d Repetltlong

* : ‘ h ] . - * . ' . ‘ . -
. Scuzce oI . Degrees of. Sun of léan Pl S :
. Vaziation Freedom ' Squares  Scquare S : -
'Se!,:eeﬁ' : .1 . - 228.80  228.80 . ¢8.37%
‘ olips L o R
Within . S -
Gicoups . 91 ' 430.70 4.73
Total ., ! o2 7. 859.5°
. . 1
* 81gn1§1?gﬁt beyond the .01 level _ _ ' 4
v
3
LT 5
." "

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Tablc III precents. the analysis of covariance source table {

2N

' for nonstcndard repetitions on the bidialeetal tack, uding the

. Pretest scorces

ad/fhe cova

riate.

No cignifi

cant differcnce was

‘ound between the two groups in ability to repeat nonstandaxd

ctructures cosrectly.

ca t

betwee

the rionctundaxd’

The

he aued

[} \—\.4.&

scores, whi

.

[sTel oXi o]

coibined resulto

walch chew
. ° ]

ch unGWud n0o Sign

n the grouzs, indicate thut the laaguagd of

ten children

of the analyscis of

cd Q yignifiéant dif-

\

ference between the two gz ouys and the analysic of covariance on

ifichnt dl ference

linguistically

Glsferent, slack, kindé:gar moy be exwanded to 1nc1ude
: -
L4
, gtaadaxrd English without negaﬂ ng theix native dialect. \
‘ : \ -
- T ' \] DI -
: l - Table XIT ° . ,
n . ‘Zna alyvsic o Covariance Soujyce Table fo 'perlmental
T : g€nd Control Groups cfl the Bidialectal Tack:-:
) moﬁununda:’ Repezivicns - o .
-~ a : ¢ ) ' * )
'°b"';e o Degrees of Sum of - Meon
_ Voficeiea Freedfa -\fquarés Square E
5 . -+ . .
;- TEctwéen o t ' : G
Grqup:-- 1 36.10 36.10 .3.37%
17:- in h : . a )
croups oL £75.30 10.71 .
Totul 92 1011.40 [ ~
. . §

sk
I

—seading Aoce
- L TS ¥ [a]
ZLste T oond 28

f
Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Doble IV cﬁﬁes the mgan

A )

"he results of the an aly

a

The po°31ble number of cosrect items is 32 for

s of variance

.

yeveoled no significant difference between the two

3

ucoLe, %g; Parts I aﬂd II of the Pre-'k

lig

»
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- Table "IV o

" Mecan Score, on Prereadlng As“esunpnt*‘

7/ .
readin

. \ivre exposced to b, as oppoged
were,exposeq to a litercture-based pudgriem and non-oral act
' o '_ . ' '.' )
. - Discussion and ‘Implicationg

zaturé e-language progrdm -implemented in thlS re

successful method of-expanding the language

Camonstrated a

" of lipguistically different, Black,

¥y .' ..
standard 2aglish. The concch of language expansion, i.e.,

cning of cae's language
the yubjnrqtlon of' one dlalbct ror hnother, wa conflrmcd
iildr

@ imply thit the language habits of very young. ch
: \

ERIC . B “
. _ "\:. . 9@ \‘ SRR

tR® part of those children who

to a comparabBlé group of children who

ivities.

en Loy be iltered

: N ) (Nn_%) ‘ ‘ AN . \?' {
\ l 2 .
% . . . : . L A
. . . . . . .
o ’ _ N Partc X Pixe YT : T .
. . . Luinguade o _Visual 5 '
. ‘ : a Discrimination ‘
K o . (\- . .
Experimental . R 2660 . oo 17,20 . ni
“ - ‘ - ) . . . . Sa—
Control. - 25,47 . 15.45 A ‘
' ~ . ) . ) K o ') .
VT - YN - - — !
) = 3ased ca DLW scores. ‘ b
7 4 X 2 ’ .
s S eyemte Tt am eand . . S . { . he \
oolame L of tae prerecding azsessment mea“ureslanguage ckills s
v such s voccbulary, concepts, and listening CO“pLChOh»lCﬂ. Since
11 b- the; 'e £iiils were an integral parst of the lltorature based
Drcszim valcl wos similar in both exder 1ﬂentul and t:o*‘xtro‘l treatments :
. KA
3 : . . . - e - - :
I¢ Zs poscible that the two groups benefitted equaliy with respect;to .
. ‘ - R JoL L R
taea. crt I of the Prereading Asccocment measures thé visual per-
. > i, - . N e
Cezilion neecad to discriminate betw?en letters_and'wor Singe
. L3 .t ‘ " ' N
Saitaed the experime ntal nox the\con‘"ol ““eatnent wQs devlgned to .
Cevelop thic skill, the-results‘w xpected. ‘A SDec*al program'."
.' . L4 te . 3 )
) oI literatwiure and related oral lan tivitieavdid not result in
\ . ° - !

3

search

repertoire

kindergarten childrxen to include

thé broad-

stock as opposed to language substitutglk(_i.e;,

‘This Wuld

£Y 2 2o
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]

without’the nced to denigrate the native dialect by attembting to

replace tt. 'Any attempt to~;€place.the:child*s native dialect with

anctheg_mdy be constiued by him to.mean' that the new dialect is con-

sidered.superior by others.
- The study has corroborated evidence that kindergart@n children

%

: 3 . ) N - » ) :
re at a propitious age for language gzouth. For, although the ex-:

£

~

. _ e .
perimental group as a whole were 1nlt1ally less "facile in their use

-

ofgstandazd - 1glloh, their expovurc to the progrgm off ered in this

"Lhdj allcwed them to make gains-which exceeded those made by the
b ‘ e Lo
cont”ol group. ' -

Tne -tudj offers ev1cenct Lha comnon d1 Cfe fences between staht
- N >
*‘d uﬁgl*uh &nd the nonstandard Negzro dlqlect whlch.nay cause 1nter-'
éereﬁceg fox the nonstandai uoeaﬁe-‘may be utccessxully 1Bent1f1ed
) and nodl 1ed concectentlj lezgenlug the, degrée of 11te*:etence. This

,imggieé th;*;jhe cl ssroom teacher may’ identify the specific 1ﬁterfer1ng
LS “ . |
ost qulenE/ln hl° groqu of tudents or in individuals and '

elements
prov*ce hel: bqued on the prog;am developed in thigﬁ!tgdy.j
_The ru:nalatlon ofa successful'set of techinques for training

,h teachezs In the uue of 11 erature, and methods of stlﬂulatlng oral lang\/

utge_ahbng,éhlldren is a valuable,consequence of this research. Of

Ny . !

ddition;l ydlue is the-0bportﬁnity for the personnel. invclved to focus
tpan’a Poch e whlch has genetally been glven llttle attention in the s
pcst. Discuscions wlth Lhe four artlclpatlng teachers during the traln-
iag cessic S and th:oughout the dur 1on of‘the.study were open tc other_
ﬁembere c- tne tafxs of each of the four ”chools; At least one first,
decund &nd third grade teacher was 1nc1?ded at all times.” In scme
-._cabest ptlnc1pgls ‘and readlng upec1c11£¥° alsé attended these meetlngs

Dhcse discﬁ;sions rcvealed a long=standing desire on the part 6f the

. Y oL
:%::icipant: to &~~~ - 7 -7 s distinct incongruity bet@een the language
o - o o ' L . . A :
[JKU:ch the cx! . - A ' “ﬂi)tbat which he encounters as the »
T : 1 e

N \ o v ~s. . . . &
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language of .instruction. g , ’

\ Approachlng these 1ncongru1tlcs ags language dlfferences rather

¢
than lenguage deflCltu, whil¢ recognizing the need for extension to-

ward the widely used dialect, was a new concept for these teachers.

.

‘Continued discuccions revecléed a genulne deulre on the part of both .

’,

Blodk and Waite teachers for an 1ntcrchange of 1deas concernlng this

cften senpitive uODlC. 0ld ideas concerning the inherent superiority
. —— . - . . i .
* . , s
oZ'cae di ﬁ_ect ovexr. another were imoerlled w1th the emergence.of a

Greztex appreciation foxr the £fact that z2ll childreﬂ, no natter Yho

they axe, SIRply learn the. language to which they au ze exposed. Ideas

N

ld the use of nonataﬁdaxd dialect as synonoymous w1th careless-

ness, laziness) - and automatlc cognitive liability weze grgdually erod-///

ed a5 teeehe:s Cealt, .for the First time, with a p:oolem that causes

eheﬁ conli.erable f;pstretion and irritation._‘Indeeé, it:ie,a problem

fo:-which many'teccherb‘fxpressed a,feeling of total‘unpéeparednegs;
Thus, viewing the QCQUISltlon‘Of cta ﬂdard English;ac a strictly

utilitarizsn device to help equa@ize the child's chances for regaching

his mazmizun potential in a Seeiety that is sténdard-English oriented, is |
N T—
for @ifferent Ifrom the view that suggests that the nonsta :ndard speaker.

utters ‘w? Intrinsically inferior 1z ng of which he mhst rid hlmself

’,

a2t 2il cocts and replace with anothe'. Iﬂdeed the primary goal o=

W

tspact of it. hlgh regard f““ whatever language the child brings to

school wasa necessary componcilof the experimental trea;pent. Children

vere never asked to imitate the teachers's language, but to use .the

- -

~~igsage o storybock characters.. This was intended to reduce pos-

cizle conilict of allegiance between home and school and allowed th

chiléren o narticiate in the activitie§\more‘freely. Many of the
. . : . i

orzl language accivities vere designed to foster language stimulation

B

in genecral ahd not neceosarily gca*ed to 1ncreaue facility in a parw-

- . , ',\ 11

b s e et s e e e e i 2 P

-

this study was,to expand laonguzge. No attempt was made to diminish any

.

Y
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' ficular standard English structure. .

‘A further important contrlbu ion of this study is that it offers

effective results without requiring eapen31ve ‘ox complicated equlpment.

- .

An ample supply of picture books, which has long been considered to

be an essential part of any kindergarten classroom, are the only -

\

ma"crla L hecescary. Eoth expe“lenced and ine: sper ced teachers can

=N

‘successIulily impleueat the pregram aitcr a rélatlve brief perlod of

\ o ' - ) . . . .
FEasaling and foilecw-up demonstratlons. Slnce the treatment is based g
xinds of activities which are known co be desirable to chil-

\ dren, problens of motivatica and timidity are more easily overcome
. \ s . “~
than they might be in a more rigid oxr routinized languace program. . o
'

No 5ic nlricant dlrcerence was found between the two groups in read- -
. inezs.to read. This may be attrlbuted to equal exposure of both groups

to the specific factors measured by the prereadlng assessment. Part I

6. the prereading assessment measures vocabulary, concepts, histening

,f*“oompr=hension, and reasoning ability. 2All of these. factors were com-
*J‘ ' ponents_of‘tne literature-based program inclﬁdeq in both the experi-~
‘mental and con*"ol treatments.. Had there been‘a third gro&p‘incluaed
in the'study which ¥eceived neither the llterature-base? program coupled

with orai: laaguage acu1v1t1es nor the 11teraLure4based program coupled

with non orzl activities, a measure of the treatments' affect upon the

.

. . reading readiness factor in Part I of the prereading assessment may have
, -

rezulted. Pzrt II of the prereadlng assessment measures the visual per=

ception nceded to discriminate between letters and words. Since this

. factor was not.cdealt. with”in

ther the experimein tal or contirol treat-

t - . : .
nments, the reculis of this ahalysis are what would be expected.

The study has sucessfnlly demonstrated the effect of a litcfature-

laacmace progrgrmi on the language expansion of linguistically'different,

t

Tiack, <kindé:or*“an childzxen. . It offers a program which holds potxptial

//E lCfo:x. egtenslon to other grade levels and as a'Véhlcle for the inservice

@@t raining of teachers oh the tonic cf dialect c’:.fferences o 12

- . . »
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